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June 2S, 1982

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS 
FOR

HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

US EPA RECORDS CENTER REGION 5 '

553847

INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of these records is Co provide a convenient 
way to prepare an auditable record of the data and documentation used to 
apply Che Hazard Ranking System to. a given facility. As briefly as pos­
sible summarize the information you used to assign the score for each 
factor (e.g., "Waste quantity = 4,230 drums plus 800 cubic yards of 
sludges"). The source of information should be provided for each entry 
and should be a bibliographic-type reference Chat will make the document 
used for a given data point easier to find. Include the location of the 
document and consider appending a copy of the relevant page(s) for ease 
in review.

FACILITY NAME

LOCATION
■ /hJL ^r>.. ^



GROUND WATER ROUTE

1, OBSERVED RELEASE 

ContarainanCs detected (5 maximum):

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility;

* * *

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Depth to Aquifer of Concern

Name/description of aquifers(s) of concern:

Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest, seasonal level of the 
saturated zone [water table(s)] of the aquifer of concern:

'y fS^O FT. ; -

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/ 
storage: 3d)



P'

Net Precipitation

Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal):
3 a v/t' '

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list months for seasonal)

Net precipitation (subtract the above figures):

Permeability of Unsaturated Zone

Soil type in unsaturated zone: ^ t fiUfVE)

son-s. -n4/s-(ypt^j£-A^i0^7’ s^x-TT APP£AA r-o th-a-
^IA/A,S9 4 T/i-AS .
Permeability associated with soil type:

Physical State

Physical state of substances at time of disposal (or at present time for 
generated gases):

* * *



9^
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3 CONTAINMENT 

Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

~Thjs: S/r-r tTf^ ^ Z'
A'd?^' /d/^^/€ J 3a/if=Ac^
POyi/^/yvi^ , T7/>«?>€^

Method with highest score:

)
)S yt^a 3f'S7:£~y^.

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated:
H'/hST/^S 

(Pfi&/hVfC. Ao/XiS 
l^AlATT O hG^S

ypl/d-'r^< i/i//}^'rES 
C/h/S'f~*<=^ C(/if^S7is~-S 

di/toyniudii 9t//?sr-^5
Compound with highest score:

U/i^5r-^S
A?/fT/iiy v^AifE

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those 
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable .estimate even if 
quantity is above maximum)': "

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:
/)€ OF 0<^T0B^F \ /TOTA^- <^AAjLOy(/S OF ^PFCTA^
tc^FSTje luAS 'F^ri/9iAT^h^~
liF^MHOoS .^s ST4TFi> ]/u thF AFPoAT- i4FF£
A//1o/D<'7" CZ £<,]£'/\ "THIS AO/^E~S T-0 F9C <S> AALO/VS

-f 5-<^. <= Ref. #3



5 TARGETS 

Ground Water Use

Use^s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-raile radius of the facility:

Distance to Nearest Well

Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer of concern or occupied 
building not served by a public water supply:
t)^ /irf^ ^J^>cjLS 6>e/j^3T- <P/= 7>^S

a^p\^s ....... . \ . ^ ■

Distance to above well or building:

Population Served ^ Ground Water Wells Within a 3-Mile Radius

Identified water-supply well(s) drawing from aquifer(s) of concern
within a 3-mile radius and populations served by" each: _ ^ _

Computation of“land area, irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from 
aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to 
population (1.5 people per acre):

-/ S , f ^ ir i/’̂ s
Off i/i^dC'ST'i^/A^ H-G ^

Total population served by ground water .within a. 3-mile radius:

5'5^3 7-y X- .30 - i& GySi



.as-'
SURFACE WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from 
it (5 maximum):

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

* ★ *

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain

Average slope of facility in percent:
"^ 0

-y37^

Name/description of nearest downslope surface water:

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water 
body in percent:

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?

/VO



Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?

1-Year 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches

Q.o

Distance to Nearest Downslope Surface Water

Physical State of Waste

* * *

3 CONTAINMENT 

Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:
dl/yVOrF FJLoayS^
€ I U/FI F/-^0CUS ’̂ >^S p A/9) ,
T///5 CO/\/STi~rOT^^ (//>y^oc/yv'D F)l\yJF/<lS lO/y' ^ysFE=>^.

t

Method with highest score: - ...................... ...............
S/i/ifF.



/ /'

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Toxicity and Persistence 

Compound(s) evaluated
Roc/T^.

Compound with highest score:

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those 
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if 
quantity is above maximum):

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

* * *

5 TARGETS 

Surface Water Use

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous 
substance:



Is there tidal influence?

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less;

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national 
wildlife refuge, if 1 mile or less:

/I/O/IT'JB . .

Population Served by Surface Water

Location(s) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing 
bodies) or 1 mile (static water, bodies) downstream of. the hazardous 
substance and population served by each, intake: ^
/1/0



Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and 
conversion to population (1.5 people per acre);
/l/OA/JT

Total population served;

Name/description of nearest of above water bodies;

Distance to aboveTcited intakes, measured in stream miles.



AIR ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE 

Contaminants detected:

/l/a4^£

Date and location of detection of contaminants

Methods used to detect the contaminants:

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site:

* * *

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

Reactivity and Incompatibility 

Most reactive compound:

Most incompatible pair of compounds:



Toxicity

Most toxic compound:

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste:

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

•k "k rk

3 TARGETS

Population Within 4-Mile Radius

Circle radius used, give population, and indicate how determined: 

0 to 4 mi 0 to 1 mi 0 to 1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 mi

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distan'ce to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:



■ I

• • ^ 
.V

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if 1 mile or 
less:

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area,' if 1 mile or less:

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 
miles or less:

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1 
mile or less:

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 
2 miles or less:

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and 
National Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

J/‘0 - ........ ........................
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1’) '' j I'l' I; I ,('i . 11 i on

Tlic nriiji'ci i I o (if .ihoiii. 1 fiO i ,o 1 oc,i l.(’(i ('ii I lie norLii of Toni r.n 1 Ro.id ,

n|' Llio-Di'S IM.iiiu'.'; lUvoi'. Tlio I'ldjocl silc i locnlL'd in SccliiMi i 1 Tov.’nship 

■ i'l Nortdi lR'in;v' Id I'n.nl (’Jor I li f i c 1 d To\v’n.sli i p) of t lie drd 1’r i no i p.i 1 Me.-f i d i .tn , in 

C,('ok Connl , ] 1 1 i no j s .

I’jojoi.:! (k'olooj'

TIio pirojf'oi silo i ,s ioc-.itod in l!u’ Dos I’Ininc's River Vnllev ,:ind l!io ,snr f ic i n 1 i-.oil-s 

con.sist of Vnlle-,- t rn i n soils dc'pi'silod hv llie river wnli-r dnrinj’. I lie posi 1 n c i ;i 1 

iKM'ind. Tlie.'.'.i.’ soils nre. s.inds, I'eiirv I'orm.'U i on Mneliin.iu' im'nlier, i.-ove red ■ hv Inter 

clnv sod i men t ,s, t’.c'norhl 1 v 1 (.'s.s t.hnn 10 feci thick. Underlyinj; the silo is a .soqncnec? 

of ('l.iy l i-lls of placi.il (.irip,in which oxLcnd to bedrock ahotil 100 fei'l below ;;rade.

T i 11 .s of the Park l^idp.e, iinloy, Valparaiso, and )ire-Va 1 para i so it, 1 .le i e r s are expecied 

to ov(!rly the b('d r ock , the Silurian ay,e Niap,ran Dolomite. The Do 1 omi I c licdroek is a 

dense', t lii n 1 v bedded, joinU'd rook, idu' aquifer source of potable w.nter of the atn-a. 

Tlie site is in tlie Dos I’laine.s fault ar(.>a and some non-con f onn i I v of bedrock i^.i^tht 

occur, liowever. •

So ij Td’l'lL* * L'Jl'’

Tlu’ anal vs is of tlie subsoils was made liv review of a report of subsurface soil, con­

ditions ]irep.ired by Testing Service Corporation in 19fi'l , and by an on site inspection 

of a disposal trench. -Tlie following is a generalised sunimarv of the soil f;t ra I i grapliv 

of the site:
A',', i’h i cl.nes.s (ft) l.h D('pl li (^t)So i 1_ Ib^pe

"Topsoi1"
S i 1ty Cl ay 
Sand
Siltv Clay 
Silty Clav 
Siltv Clav 
Silt:, sand, )>,ravel 3d 
"bedrock"

1
7
2. .1 

1 b. 3
9

30

O.n-1.0 
1.0-(S.n 
8.0 to 10.3 

10.3 to 2 7. n
27.0 to 3b.0 
3b.0 tobb.O 
bb.O to 98.0
98.0

Ceo io.i^i cal (D‘ i j; i n

Recent
Alluvial
Valli.".- t'r.iin
(: 1 ae i a 1 , I’a rk R i d g( ■
C 1 .ic i a 1 , T i n 1 ev
til ac i .11 , Va 1 para i so
C 1 ac i a 1 , )ire-Va 1 p.ira i so
Silurian lliap.ran Dolotn’itf

i So i 1 Charac t i'i: i St i c.s

The iippeiaiio.sl .soil depo.sit, the allm’ial .siltv cl/iv is va-a t hc-r ed and desiccated .and 

highly i ni|ic'r v ions. There is an i n t erm i 11 ;.a n t bed of sand as ;v "marker" on tcqi of the 

till, and this sand ranges from non-e;-; i s tan t to 3.5 f('ot thick at the boring locations.

it .aiipe.irs ,15; water bearing and i cla.ssed as pc'rme.ab 1 e. The nndc'i'lving, silty clav

tills art' lassed ns highly i lapermt'.ah!(' soils ;ind two s.impli's removed from a disposal 

trench were test;<'d for I'e rme.ib i 1 i t y (see also report of test sheet ('iiclosed). Pc'r-
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a

Soil Cli.ii'.ir t rr is t i c.s (Cent I niieci)

meabil ity of these silly clays was of the magnitude of 10-8 cent iTnetqr.s_p.c.t_secpnd. 

,TI)e uppermost silty clay layers apj)ears to be the I’ark Ridf>e till, and is tlie least 

precompressed of the till layers. It is generally plastic. Tlie underlying silty 

clays, and silts each ])recompressed and hand in consistency, appear as the Tinley

and Valparaiso tills. The bottom of the highly impermeable silty clay and silt 

tills appear to range from to 71 feet below grade at the boring locations. Bet­

ween the bottom of the silty clay tills and the bedrock surface is a sequence of 

moderately permeable to permeable sand, and sand gravel formations, considered water., 

bearing or basal aquifers.

Site Hydrology .,

Tlie surface water run of f appears tor be : towards the.Des: Plaine.s .River. Tt is assumed 

that final grade plans will drain the surface water to the river or its tributaries.

Most borings reveal a thin water bearing sand stratum at shallow depth just above 

tlie clay tills. The direction of flow of this ground water is also expected to be 

similar to the surflcial water, to the Des Plaines River.

The Basal aquifer appears to contain water, but the direction of flow Is not definitely 

known. Because local drawdown by the existing water well on the site is likely to 

be taking place, it is probable that flow in this above bedrock aquifer is likely 

towards the existing well. '

The bedrock ground water flow is likely toward the existing water well which is expected 

to be creating a local cone of depression. The general direction of ground water flow
r

In the upper dolomite is eastward.

Conclusions and Recommendations 

Suitability of Subsoils

The sequence of impermeable silty Clay tills are expected to provide an impermeable 

barrier to flow of contaminents from the land fill to the underlying aquifers provided 

an adequate thickness of these impermeable tills is left in place below the base of 

the solid waste. The upper sand layer and also silt or sand lenses that might be 

exposed in excavating the trenches will require sealing. The previously recommended 

(TSC report) 4 feet minimum of impermeable silty clay is considered adequate to be 

left in place below the fill, or this same thickness should be placed and compacted' ’ f
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^WALTER H. FLOOD aV^O., INC.

Cone 1 us i mis .Mnd Rrcmiiinfiul.] t i ous (Contiunml)

P.TKC 3 

Report //7305-00r,ri-l

Si

I
I
I

Su i t .ij) i_Li t:_v of .‘'iib.so i 1 ,s (CmU i niim])

to seal 1 oca 1 s i ] t or s.ind lenses Lliat mij^ht be encountered.

Two samples of the "silty ('lay" tills were taken from an exposure for a trench in 

the southwest part of tlie siti'. These samples were tested for pr.ain size analysis, 

permeability, and cation exehanj;e capacity, and the results are included under a 

report of tc'st elsewhere in this report. The following is a tabulation of the re- 

■sults of the tests.
Ion Exchange

Ceohi^icaJ C1 ass i f i ca t ion ■‘ifli 1_Classification Coefficient of Permeability Capac i ty
Tiniey cfay 2.3 U 10-8 7.7 mc/100

Valjiaraiso Clav 4.7 10-8 7.2 mc/100

The results of these tests indicate tbe .f111s to be highly impermeable, with high, ion 

exchange capacity, and therefore well suited for prevention of sc'epage of land fill 

leachates to underlying acjuifers.

Monitoring l.'el l_s

The existing water well at the service facility is considered an adequate’ monitoring 

well for the bedrock and basal aquifers. Although no log of the well was available 

it is reported that this well is into the underlying bedrock.

A periodic monitoring program for this well is recommended, and it i.s kno\>m that 

su(di a program is underway for the existing service facility water well.

_n>.

V
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3 y^/F^ (^//=^y<p/2b .

^BdoM^cxsr I^T^>t/^/?Ab
. _ . . . . ‘P^&vu^<s>£^o '^ ^yS-/S^ 3 i .... _

>FP. '^3,“ I^Pfl S’p>^<://?A. U//F3ir>^.7>iSft<S>SAJ~ JP^O/iT 'OyT^X:>
____ .lO/9-'^/‘^Si.) ^d)P f i^/h‘/e// /S IM y:^(/$rTOl> 9 OPT ^o^-o<SF

^£^/U=M Sj/yt/>fi/FF p '^r <C.04/yjs/is/Frfs>Ms . 3y^/i/-ybs-/t/ ^isa P~^a/=ms^/o>

Amp PoBpt^ WQ^FS l>^PAfi-Ty/JsyA~S <^-f=^ PaPK 

Amp a//AMS OM S>^3/4'5................ ..... .. .

PBF. "^S.:. 1 FayM. CMM'^MpSAFjO/l/^ dBTu/^AM

.....AIp^ Ca/IPom AEF'Hm. 2)^^_ 'l^Mjy'M-^^lc/ATMrA

ii/(p/lP3.' .

^ii-£r im-sBa^<s7~:/c>/u F^o/yM .^o/fM_ '^AmC^'^bAj

LlSB-^- J^AAA>t/(zA,/p^ £p'4^ PAA P^/7/d'3, ,
.A/t/Ty.

T-FS .AJT.Y: ^ PF Dbs S>/1/

! FpM£ C^M^^A^ATt p/y ^FTk/BAM i~^ABM:Bi/lO t.P'iAyl/p
F A/mjS'^ s>/i/ 3/3P>/33>
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June 23, 1982

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS 
FOR

H.AZARD RANKING SYSTEM

INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of these records is to provide a convenient 
way to prepare an auditable record of the data and documentation used to 
apply the Hazard Ranking System to a given facility. As briefly as pos­
sible summarize the information you used to assign Che score for each 
factor (e.g., "Waste quantity = 4,230 drums plus 800 cubic yards of 
sludges"). The source of information should be provided for each entry 
and should be a bibliographic-type reference that will make Che document 
used for a given data point easier Co find. Include the location of Che 
document and consider appending a copy of the relevant page(s) for ease 
in review.

■FACILITY NAME:
rc-yv' yL A

1

LOCATION
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\!Xj^\nn-6ie

Facility name:

yl-^Z/hrUJ.

Lc>caljon
: C3^/p~n^/iA, 7^'n, > 7)/=f^ ~pA..yJ-i^yBS,

EPA Region:.

• 3f)'5^Pn ~ ■■?-<;7~/9/< 0F ^<’’>fiPofiAn'' t)j
Pe:son(s) In charge of Ihe tacil'rty:

is'feV-f.

'^S^Ph ^iZA'yS h/nr - t)iP.^r:rn/Z A)P

P/7/r rr^AjA-A -hiPec:r/7A . So^i il> I'&^ASrAr l)i
i

■ 5?/2?/%3
Date:Narne of Rnvipwar- Pa.-^'C A f€>

General description of the facility:
(Fof example: landfill, surface impoundment, pile, container; types of hazardous substances; location of the 
facility; contamination route of major concern; types of Inlormation needed for rating; agency action, etc.)

/5 P,t^SiCALA? ./nf/A'/C./P/'hA. A)A.4/'b F^/A/L ___________ _

r. IT fiTxp- 7) hm/f? U'/t'S~FP^O/*^ / ^(2> .l^ - / ^ _____

lA/C LfA 71 / A/Ak P}<r^/T) /.f:yA‘5TJ^S ; PAIA'T SLcPb(S,BZ^. AI^T.Aj. t! A'l AAt'A:, 

SLaf).<i£FS : 9Raja:^<^p aijs-tajl C-<//7'Sre<^ j CAosnc , SPa^a^

Sa>j^Uc.vtS, d PjLAj-riAyPl o/A-'Rr^S- ____________________________

,.(o.3Scores: (®gw — ^ ®sw

O 
■ 6

FIGURE 1
HRS COVER SHEET



Ground Water Route Work Sheet

Rating Factor Assigned Value 
(Circle One)

Multi­
plier

0 Observed Release 6:^ 1

Score Max.
Score

If observed release is given a score of 45, proceed to line [T|. 
If observed release Is given a score of 0. proceed to line [^.

0 Route Characteristics 
Depth to Aquifer of 
Concern 

Net Precipitation 
Permeability of the 
Unsaturated Zone 

Physical State

{^123

0(j) 2 3
^12 3

0 1 2

o
/

3
Total Route Characteristics Score

Containment 0 2 3 I
0 Waste Characteristics 

Toxicity/Persistence 
Hazardous Waste 
Quantity

0 3 6 9 12 15(^
0 12 3 4 5 6 7^ 3

18
8

Total Waste Characteristics Score 2(5
Targets

Ground Water Use 
Distance to Nearest 
Well/Population 
Served

0 1 CZv* 3 
0 4 6 8 10

12 16 18 20 
24 (3^ 32 35 40

6
30

9
40

Total Targets Score

IZl If tine [T] is 45, multiply [T| x |T| x 0
If line Q] is 0, multiply 0 x 0 x |T] x 0 ^

3<^

37^7^ 57,330

Divide line 0 by 57,330 and multiply by 100

FIGURE 2
GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

Ref.
(Section)

3.1

3.3

3.4

3.5



Surface V.'ater Roule Work Slieet

Ballno Factor
Asslcned Value 

(Circle One) •

f.lulll-

plier

Observed Release

Score
f/ax.
Scoie

If observed release Is given a value of 45, proceed to line [T|. 
If observed release fs given a value of 0, proceed lo fine

Roule Characlerlslics
Facility Slope and Inlervenlng 0 1 (2) 3
Terrain

1-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall , 0 (j) 2 3

Distance lo Nearest Surface 0 1
Water ■ ^

Physical State 0 12

1
2

/ 3
6

Total Route Characteristics Score

Conlainmenl 0 12
a
3

0 V/aste Characteristics 
Toxicity/Persistence 
Hajjatdous W'aste 
Quantity

0 3 6 9 12 15 (18/ 1 \ ^ ’l8

0 123456 7 1^8

Total Waste Characteristics Score

0 Targets

Surface Water Use 
Distance to a Sensitive 
Environment

Population Served/Distance 
lo Water Intake 
Downstream

(3^ 3 3 ^ .9
^ 1

2 3 2 0 6
\(D 4 

12 16 
24 30

6 8 10
18 20
32 35 40

^ CG AO

Total Targets Score

0 II line 0 is 45. multiply 0 x [T| x fsl

If fine 0 is 0, multiply 0 x 0 x 0 x 0

&

SGi(d 64.350

0 Divide line 0 by 64,350 and multiply by 100 -.5 7
FIGURE 7

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

Bel.
(Section)

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5



Air Route VJork. Sheet

Rating Factor
Assigned Value 

(Clicle One)
Multi­
plier

Observed Release (9 1

Score

(9
Date and Location:

Sampling Protocol:

If line Q] Is 0, the Sg - 0. Enter on line [s] 
If line Q] Is 45, then proceed to line .

Waste Characteristics 
Reactivity and 
Incompatibility 

Toxicity
Hazardous Waste 
Ouanlity

0 12 3 

0 12 3
012345678

3
1

Total W'aste Characteristics Score

Targets

Population Within 
4-Miie Radius 

Distance to Sensitive 
Environment 

Land Use

0 9 12 15 18 
21 24 27 30 
0 12 3

0 12 3

1

2

1

Total Targets Score

a Multiply a x 0 x 0'-— -

Max.
Score

30

6

3

35,100

a Divide line 0 by 35,100 and multiply by 100 o
FIGURES

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET

Ref.
(Section)

5.1

5.2

5.3



Groundwater Route Score (Sg,„)

Surface Water Route Score (Sgw)

Air Route Score (Sa)

+ S

+ S

FIGURE 10
WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING S



Fire and Explosion Work Sheet

Rating Factor Assigned Value 
(Circle One)

Multi­
plier

m Containment

W'aste Characterisllcs 
Direct Evidence 
Ignilablllty 
Reactivity 
Incompatibility 
Hazardous Waste 
Ouantity

0 3
0 12 3 
0 12 3 
0 12 3 
0 12 3 4 5 6 7 8

Total Waste Characteristics Score

Targets
Distance to Nearest 
Population 

Distance to Nearest 
Building

Distance to Sensitive 
Environment 

Land Use 
Population Within 
2-Mile Radius 

Buildings Within 
2-Mile Radius

0 1 2 3 4 5

0 12 3

0 12 3

0 12 3
0 1 2 3 4 5

0 1 2 3 4 5

Total Targets Score

a Multiply [T] X X [3]

Score Max.
Score

3
3
3
3
8

5

3

3

3
5

Ref.
(Section)

1.440

d] Divide line 0 by 1,440 and multiply by 100 . SpE - O

FIGURE 11
FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET

7.2

7.3
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T-f.'* •

Direct Contact Work Sheet

Bating Factor Assigned Value 
(Circle One)

Observed Incident

If line Q] is 45, proceed to line 
If tine [T] Is 0, proceed to line [?|

Accessibility 0 1 6?^
Containment

W'aste Characteristics 
Toxicity 0 1 2

Targets

Population Within a 
1-Mile Radius 

Distance to a 
Critical Habitat

0 12^45

^ 1 2 3

Total Targets Score

If line []] is 45, multiply Q] x 0 :x. [s] - ;........
If line 0 is 0. multiply [|] x 0 x 0 _x El

Multi­
plier

1

Score

O

Max.
Score

/5
20

12

21,600

0 Divide line 0 by 21,600 and multiply by 100 Sdc

FIGURE 12
DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET

Ref.
(Section)

8.1

8.3

8.5




